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#0.00 All hearings scheduled for today are now simultaneously 1)  In person in 

Courtroom 1539; 2) Via ZoomGov Video; 3) Via ZoomGov Audio. Parties are free 

to choose any of these options, unless otherwise ordered by the Court.  Parties 

electing to appear in person shall comply with all requirements regarding social 

distancing, use of face masks, etc. which will be in effect at the time of the hearing 

and should be aware that (1) all parties will be required to wear a mask at all times, 

even when presenting oral argument and (2) Judge Bluebond will not be wearing a 

mask. 

Parties in interest and members of the public may connect to the video and audio feeds, 

free of charge, using the connection information provided below.  

Individuals may participate by ZoomGov video and audio using a personal computer 

(equipped with camera, microphone and speaker), or a handheld mobile device (such as 

an iPhone or Android phone).  Individuals may opt to participate by audio only using a 

telephone (standard telephone charges may apply).  

Neither a Zoom nor a ZoomGov account is necessary to participate and no pre-
registration is required but you must still notify Chambers at 
Chambers_SBluebond@cacb.uscourts.gov of your appearance. The audio portion of each 
hearing will be recorded electronically by the Court and constitutes its official record.

For more information on appearing before Judge Bluebond by ZoomGov, please see the 

information on the Court's website at:

https://www.cacb.uscourts.gov/judges/honorable-sheri-bluebond under the tab, 

"Telephonic Instructions."  

Hearing conducted by ZOOMGov. 
Video/audio web address: https://cacb.zoomgov.com/j/16161090855
ZoomGov meeting number: 161 6109 0855

Password: 148508

Telephone conference lines: 1 (669) 254 5252 or 1 (646) 828 7666

(when prompted, enter meeting number and password shown above)
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- NONE LISTED -

Courtroom Deputy:

- NONE LISTED -

Tentative Ruling:
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DYE v. Burgee & Abramoff, P.C. et alAdv#: 2:19-01183

#200.00 Defendants Lanius Law and Associates, P.C. and Joseph Lanius' Motion For 
Summary Judgment and in the alternative for Summary Adjudication

fr. 7-27-21, 8-17-21, 8-31-21, 9-28-21

165Docket 

ZoomGov Appearance by: 

1/7/22 - Steve Berman

Courtroom Deputy:

6/21/21 -- Court entered order continuing hearing to August 17, 2021 at 2:00 
pm.  OFF CALENDAR FOR AUGUST 27, 2021.  

7/28/21 -- Court approved stipulation continuing hearing to August 31, 2021 at 
2:00 p.m.  (See order for additional dates.)

Tentative Ruling for August 31, 2021:

Court agrees with movants that any portions of declarations stricken as 
inadmissible in connection with prior motion for summary judgment are still 
inadmissible for the same reasons in this context.  In addition, as court noted 
in response to trustee's motion, it is not helpful to provide the court with 
copies of complete transcripts without providing marked excerpts of the 
portions that the trustee considers relevant to the matters at issue.

Court will not grant summary judgment to trustee on this record.  Trustee 
does not have admissible evidence on certain key issues, such as whether 
Lanius had actual knowledge of the principals' activities, and there are legal 
issues with portions of her claims as discussed in more detail below.  Based 
on the trustee's own allegations and matters that are not at issue, motion 
should be granted in part.  

Tentative Ruling:
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The following is a brief summary of the trustee's allegations as to the relevant 
facts and claims against Joseph Lanius, the individual, and Lanius Law & 
Associates, P.C.  (jointly, the "Lanius Defendants" or "movants").  

The trustee alleges that Elliott and Moore were the principals of the debtor 
GLI.  De Gallegos was president and sales agent for GLI.  Elliott was the 
manager of GLI, and Moore was its member.  GLI was a foreign sales agent 
for films.  The trustee alleges at length that GLI and GLG were operated as 
alter egos of one another and had no separate identity, that funds were co-
mingled as between the two and that obligations of the one were frequently 
paid by the other.  The trustee alleges that, notwithstanding GLI's financial 
problems, the principals made excessive use of GLI's company credit cards 
for personal expenses and that they diverted monies that GLI was obligated 
to pay its creditors (and that may have even been funds that should have 
been held in trust for creditors) to pay operating expenses of GLI, including 
their own salaries.  

GLI was supposed to attend major film festivals and had a contractual 
obligation to do so, including a festival in Berlin.  The principals represented 
that de Gallegos would attend the Berlin festival and covered up/lied about 
the fact that he did not in fact do so.  Lanius actively participated in the 
coverup by encouraging the principals to make false statements to Raven 
about what happened at the Berlin festival.  The principals settled Raven's 
$140,000 claim against Falcon Films for $100,000 without Raven's 
permission to do so and converted/diverted the funds for GLI uses.  Raven 
terminated GLI's contract and obtained an arbitration award that ultimately 
amounted to $765,000 for breach of fiduciary duty under the parties' 
contracts.  

GLI retained the Lanius Defendants in an engagement letter signed August 
24, 2015.  They were paid a total of $45,000, some of which was paid by GLI 
and some of which was paid by GLG.  Trustee contends that the Lanius 
Defendants assisted the principals in breaching their obligation to turn monies 
over to creditors and instead diverting creditor's funds to GLI.  Trustee asserts 
that the monies diverted from Raven and other creditors of GLI did not belong 
to GLI.  
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The trustee has asserted 4 claims against the Lanius Defendants, which can 
be summarized as follows:

Count I -- Actual Fraud Fraudulent transfer to the PC 
Lanius Law & Associates received payment of $45,000 in attorneys' fees from 
monies wrongfully diverted from Raven at a time when GLI was insolvent for 
which it did not receive reasonably equivalent value.

Count II -- Aiding and Abetting Actual Fraud against both Lanius Defendants
This claim has two different parts.  The first alleges that the Lanius assisted 
the principals in a concerted effort to defraud GLI's creditors, which resulted 
in substantial injury to GLI and its creditors.  The second part alleges that 
Lanius knowingly assisted the principals in funnelling assets out of GLI and 
into other entities under the principals' control by helping to create entities 
that would eventually be used by the principals to divert business 
opportunities out of the bankruptcy estate and away from GLI's creditors.  (On 
or about July 8, 2016, Lanius assisted the debtor by setting up two Delaware 
entities, FV Film Holdings, LLC and Face Value Motion Picture, Inc. that were 
owned by GLG.)  

Count IV -- Aiding and Abetting Breach of Fiduciary Duty (against individual)
Trustee alleges that the individual defendant aided and abetting GLI in 
breaching the fiduciary duties that it owed to its creditors.

Count VI -- Professional Negligence (against individual)
Trustee alleges that, by helping the principals divert funds from GLI to GLG, 
Lanius breached his duty to GLI.  Trustee describes the misconduct in 
paragraph 265 as failing to advise the principals of the fraudulent nature of 
their conduct, allowing the principals to loot GLI of its assets prior to 
bankruptcy, establishing entities to facilitate the principal's acts to defraud 
GLI's creditors, failing to advise the principals that they were breaching their 
fiduciary duties to GLI and its creditors and failing to acknowledge the 
substantial conflict of interest present in the advice he was giving to principals 
to the detriment of GLI and its creditors.
---------
Grant partial summary adjudication in movants' favor on first claim for relief.  
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In substance, what the trustee is alleging is that the Lanius defendants are 
subsequent transferees of a fraudulent transfer of assets that belonged to 
Raven.  There is no transfer of an asset that belonged to GLI.  If the trustee 
were representing Raven's estate, this theory of recovery might work, but 
there is no fraudulent transfer from the perspective of GLI.  Moreover, except 
to the extent that there was professional negligence such that the services 
performed by the Lanius defendants were not worth $45,000 (which has 
already been raised in a later claim for relief), GLI received the benefit of 
these transfers because it satisfied an antecedent debt of GLI for legal fees.  
This isn't a claim that can be prosecuted by GLI's trustee.  This claim would 
belong to creditors of Raven or Raven's bankruptcy estate, if it had a 
bankruptcy estate.

In substance, what the trustee is attempting to do here is to seek equitable 
indemmification or contribution from the Lanius defendants for amounts owed 
to Raven, but the trustee has not pleaded such a claim and it is far from clear 
whether, on these facts (where the trustee is standing in the shoes of a 
debtor who engaged in wrongdoing and therefore may have unclean hands), 
a claim of this kind would be available.  

With regard to the second claim for relief, the portion of the claim that is for 
aiding and abetting the fraudulent transfer that is the subject of Count 1 fails 
for the same reason as Count 1 itself.  The trustee does not have standing to 
prosecute this claim.  The trustee is not alleging injury to GLI.  The trustee is 
alleging injury to GLI's creditors.  The misconduct described in the first portion 
of this claim is diverting assets TO GLI not diverting assets away from it.  
Therefore, the court should grant partial summary adjudication in favor of the 
defendants with regard to this portion of Count II.

However, the motion should be denied with regard to the second theory of 
recovery alleged in Count II.  To the extent that the principals caused GLI to 
fraudulently convey away its own assets and business opportunities by setting 
up new entities that the principals owned and fraudulently transferring assets 
to these entities, this may be a fraudulent transfer action that the trustee 
could pursue.  As a result, the trustee may be able to state a claim for aiding 
and abetting a fraudulent transfer of this kind.  There may, however, be 
problems with this theory, such as the fact that the trustee herself has alleged 
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that these newly-formed entities were owned by GLG and that there is no 
difference between GLI and GLG, and, as a factual matter, there may be 
disputes as to what movants knew at the time these entities were set up.  In 
any event, the Court is not prepared to conclude at this time that this claim 
must fail as a matter of law.

The motion should be granted with regard to Count IV.  The fiduciary duties 
that are the subject of this aiding and abetting claim are the fiduciary duties 
that GLI owed to Raven and other creditors.  The trustee lacks standing to 
prosecute these claims.  The parties to whom these duties run are the parties 
that are entitled to prosecute these claims. 

The motion should be denied with regard to Count VI, the professional 
negligence claims.  The Court rejects defendants' statute of limitations 
arguments.  With regard to the allegations about helping the principals divert 
assets from GLI by setting up the new entities, the claim is timely.  According 
to the complaint, the new entities were set up on July 8, 2016.  The 
bankruptcy was filed on July 7, 2017, so the one-year statute had not run as 
of the moment of filing.  That would have given the trustee two years under 
section 108 to file the complaint.  The complaint was filed on June 20, 2019.  

Any viable claim that may be stated based on the Raven arbitration award 
appears timely as well.  Court agrees that, under applicable nonbankruptcy 
law, the claim begins to run when the damage is sustained and it may be 
argued that the statute did not begin to run, therefore, until the earliest on 
August 12, 2016, when a partial final award was entered in the arbitration.  
Thus, the claim would not have been time-barred as of the petition date and 
is therefore timely as the complaint was filed within two years thereafter.  

The court agrees with the trustee that the duty of confidentiality has no 
bearing on the outcome of this dispute.  To the extent that there is any 
confidentiality between GLI and the defendants, the trustee, who now holds 
the privilege, is entitled to waive it.  

And although the doctrine of in pari delicto may be a problem with other types 
of claims and with certain types of conduct, an attorney cannot defend a 
professional negligence claim in which he is accused of having given bad 
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legal advice or in failing to perform competent legal services (i.e., a breach of 
a duty of care) by saying a (non-lawyer) representative of the client consented 
to or participated in the conduct.  The lawyer is the one with the professional 
expertise upon whom the client is relying.  

However, if the professional negligence claim is based upon an alleged 
breach of a duty of loyalty to the (here, corporate) client, the doctrine of in pari 
delicto may well come into play.  With regard to a professional negligence 
claim, the trustee is standing in the debtor's shoes.  Therefore, if the debtor 
would have been barred by the doctrine of in pari delicto, the trustee will be 
too.  With regard to any claim that the movants committed professional 
negligence by conspiring with the principals to defraud or divert assets from 
GLI, the trustee may have a problem, in that the trustee has not established 
that there was anyone to whom a report should have been made other than 
the parties participating in the wrongful conduct.  Therefore, although the self-
interested director exception to the in pari delicto doctrine comes into play, 
there is an exception to this exception that applies if the self-
interested/misbehaving director(s) are the only persons in control of the 
company.  In such an instance, there is no one to whom the attorney should 
have reported the directors' misconduct and no one for whose benefit a 
whistle should have been blown by reporting or resigning.  In such an 
instance, the parties giving the attorney marching instructions are the only 
parties making the decisions and the in pari delicto defense will apply.  

Here, there are still too many open factual issues for the court to adjudicate 
the professional negligence claim summarily.  What did movants actually 
know when?  What services were the defendants called upon to perform?  
Were the movants asked to opine or counsel the principals on whether 
engaging in this conduct or that conduct would amount to a breach of GLI's 
obligations to Raven or other third parties?  Therefore, the motion should be 
denied with regard to Count VI.

This will leave the following viable theories as against movant.

1.  The portion of Count II that alleges aiding and abetting a fraudulent 
transfer by assisting the principals in diverting assets/business opportunities 
away from GLI to other entities that they controlled.

Page 8 of 281/10/2022 12:50:07 PM



United States Bankruptcy Court
Central District of California

Judge Sheri Bluebond, Presiding
Courtroom 1539 Calendar

Los Angeles

Tuesday, January 11, 2022 1539           Hearing Room

2:00 PM
Green-Light International, LLCCONT... Chapter 7

2.  The professional negligence claims. 
-----------------------------
8/30/21 -- Court approved stipulation continuing hearing to September 28, 
2021 at 2:00 p.m.  Pretrial conference is continued from September 28, 2021 
at 2:00 p.m. to October 26, 2021 at 2:00 pm.  (See order for additional dates.)  
OFF CALENDAR FOR AUGUST 31, 2021.)

9/17/21 -- Court approved stipulation resolving matter.  Continue hearing to January 
11, 2022 at 2:00 p.m. to give Lanius parties an opportunity to make payments required 
under agreement and parties an opportunity to request dismissal of this action once 
payments have been made.  OFF CALENDAR FOR SEPTEMBER 28, 2021.  NO 
APPEARANCE REQUIRED.

Tentative Ruling for January 11, 2022:

Have settlement payments been made?  Hearing required.

Party Information

Debtor(s):

Green-Light International, LLC Represented By
David S Hagen

Defendant(s):

Burgee & Abramoff, P.C. Represented By
Amy L Goldman
Lovee D Sarenas
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

John  Burgee Represented By
Amy L Goldman
Lovee D Sarenas
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Robert  Abramoff Represented By
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Amy L Goldman
Lovee D Sarenas
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Lanius Law & Associates, P.C. Represented By
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Joseph  Lanius Represented By
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Movant(s):

Lanius Law & Associates, P.C. Represented By
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Joseph  Lanius Represented By
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Plaintiff(s):

CAROLYN A DYE Represented By
Steven M Berman
Stella A Havkin

Trustee(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
Steven M Berman
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DYE v. Burgee & Abramoff, P.C. et alAdv#: 2:19-01183

#201.00 Pretrial Conference re: 13 (Recovery of money/property - 548 fraudulent 
transfer)),(02 (Other (e.g. other actions that would have been brought in state 
court if unrelated to bankruptcy), Complaint by CAROLYN A DYE against 
Burgee & Abramoff, P.C., John Burgee, Robert Abramoff, Lanius Law & 
Associates, P.C., Joseph Lanius

fr. 8-27-19, 11-19-19, 12-17-19, 2-11-20; 6-30-20, 9-15-20, 10-13-20, 2-23-21, 
4-27-21, 6-15-21, 8-10-21, 9-28-21, 10-26-21

1Docket 

ZoomGov Appearance by: 

1/7/22 - Steve Berman

Courtroom Deputy:

Tentative Ruling for August 27, 2019:

If defendants have filed motion to dismiss, continue status conference to date 
of hearing on motion as a holding date.  If defendants have filed answer to 
complaint, both parties have indicated a willingness to attend mediation.  
Discuss with parties the timing of mediation.
--------------------------------------
Tentative Ruling for November 19, 2019:

Parties report that they have scheduled a mediation for December 2, 2019 
with Meredith Jury.  Continue status conference to December 17, 2019 at 
2:00 p.m.  (Parties need not file a new status report prior to that status 
conference.)  APPEARANCES WAIVED ON NOVEMBER 19, 2019.  
---------------------------------------
Tentative Ruling for December 17, 2019:

Did the parties participate in a mediation before Meredith Jury?  If so, was a 

Tentative Ruling:
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settlement reached?  Hearing required.
-------------------------------
12/16/19 -- Court approved stipulation continuing hearing to February 11, 
2020 at 2:00 p.m.  OFF CALENDAR FOR DECEMBER 17, 2019.
------------------------------
Tentative Ruling for February 11, 2020:

Set discovery cutoff for late July, 2020.  Set final status conference for shortly 
before discovery cutoff.

4/22/20 -- Court approved scheduling order with the following dates:

Cont'd status conference -- June 30, 2020 at 2:00 p.m.
L/D to file joint status report -- June 16, 2020
Discovery cutoff -- July 31, 2020
-----------------------------------
Tentative Ruling for June 30, 2020:

Continue status conference to August 4, 2020 at 2:00 p.m. to be heard 
concurrently with motion for summary judgment.  OFF CALENDAR FOR 
JUNE 30, 2020.  

6/30/20 -- Court signed scheduling order with following dates:

Discovery cutoff -- October 31, 2020
Cont'd status conference -- September 15, 2020 at 2
L/D to file joint status report -- September 1, 2020
L/D to exchange expert witness reports/designate experts -- November 16, 
2020
L/D to complete expert discovery -- December 1, 2020
-----------------------------
8/12/20 -- At hearing held this datre, Court continued status conference and 
hearing on summary judgment motion to October 13, 2020 at 2:00 p.m.  OFF 
CALENDAR FOR SEPTEMBER 15, 2020.  
---------------------------------
Tentative Ruling for October 13, 2020:
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Revisit status of action after conclusion of hearing on matter no. 201.
---------------------------
10/19/20 -- Court signed scheduling order setting following dates:

Pretrial conference -- February 23, 2021 @ 2
L/D to copmlete discovery -- November 30, 2020
L/D to designate experts and exchange expert reports -- December 31, 2020
L/D to complete expert discovery -- January 31, 2021
L/D to lodge pretrial order -- Feburary 9, 2021
L/D to file pretrial motions -- December 31, 2020

11/18/20 -- Court signed stipulated order with following dates:
L/D to complete depositions of Burgee, Abramoff and Lanius extended to 
January 15, 2021;
L/D to file pretrial motions extended to January 31, 2021;
L/D for parties to designate experts and exchange expert witness reports 
extended to February 15, 2021; and
L/D for parties to complete expert witness discovery extended to March 12, 
2021.
---------------------------------------
1/15/21-- Court approved stipulation continuing following dates:

L/D to complete depositions of Burgee and Lanius extended to January 29, 
2021;
L/D to file pretrial motions extended to March 1, 2021;
L/D for parties to designate experts and exchange expert witness reports 
extended to March 15, 2021; and
L/D to complete expert witness discovery extended to April 9, 2021.

In light of the foregoing, court also continued pretrial conference to April 27, 
2021 at 2:00 p.m.  Parties shall lodge joint pretrial order not later than April 
13, 2021.  OFF CALENDAR FOR FEBRUARY 23, 2021.  
---------------------------------------
2/17/21-- Court approved stipulation continuing following dates:

L/D to file pretrial motions extended to April 19, 2021;
L/D for parties to designate experts and exchange expert witness reports 
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extended to April 30, 2021; and
L/D to complete expert witness discovery extended to May 24, 2021.

In light of the foregoing, court also continued pretrial conference to June 15, 
2021 at 2:00 p.m.  Parties shall lodge joint pretrial order not later than June 1, 
2021.  OFF CALENDAR FOR APRIL 27, 2021.  
----------------------------
3/22/21 -- Court approved stipulation continuing pretrial conference to August 
10, 2021.  L/D to file pretrial motions continued to June 1, 2021.  L/D to 
designate experts and exchange experts reports continued to June 14, 2021. 
L/D to complete expert discovery continued to July 1, 2021.  Parties shall 
lodge joint pretrial order not less than 14 days before continued pretrial 
conference date.  
----------------------------------
5/11/21 -- Court approved stipulation continuing deadlines as follows:
L/D to file pretrial motions -- June 14, 2021
L/D to designate experts and exchange expert reports -- June 28, 2021
L/D to complete expert discovery -- July 16, 2021
---------------------------
6/21/21 -- Court continued pretrial conference to September 14, 2021 at 2:00 
p.m.  Parties should lodge joint pretrial order not later than August 31, 2021.  
OFF CALENDAR FOR AUGUST 10, 2021.  

7/2/21 -- Court entered order approving compromise between trustee and 
Burgee & Abramoff.  

7/16/21 -- Court approved stipulation dismissing action with prejudice solely as 
to Defendants, Burgee & Abramoff, P.C., John Burgee, and Robert Abramoff.  

7/28/21 -- Court approved stipulation continuing hearing to September 28, 2021 at 
2:00 p.m.  Parties shall lodge proposed pretrial order by September 14, 2021.  OFF 
CALENDAR FOR SEPTEMBER 14, 2021.

8/30/21 -- Court approved stipulation continuing pretrial conference to October 26, 
2021 at 2:00 p.m.  Parties are to lodge joint pretrial order not later than October 12, 
2021.   OFF CALENDAR FOR SEPTEBMER 28, 2021.

9/17/21 -- Court approved stipulation resolving matter.  Continue pretrial conference 
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to January 11, 2022 at 2:00 p.m. to give Lanius parties an opportunity to make 
payments required under agreement and parties an opportunity to request dismissal of 
this action once payments have been made.  OFF CALENDAR FOR OCTOBER 26, 
2021.  NO APPEARANCE REQUIRED.

Tentative Ruling for January 11, 2022:

Have settlement payments been made?  Hearing required.

Party Information

Debtor(s):

Green-Light International, LLC Represented By
David S Hagen

Defendant(s):

Burgee & Abramoff, P.C. Represented By
Amy L Goldman
Lovee D Sarenas
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

John  Burgee Represented By
Amy L Goldman
Lovee D Sarenas
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Robert  Abramoff Represented By
Amy L Goldman
Lovee D Sarenas
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Lanius Law & Associates, P.C. Represented By
Stella A Havkin
Steven M Berman

Joseph  Lanius Represented By
Stella A Havkin
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Steven M Berman

Plaintiff(s):

CAROLYN A DYE Represented By
Steven M Berman
Stella A Havkin

Trustee(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
Steven M Berman
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Dye v. California Franchise Tax Board et alAdv#: 2:21-01196

#202.00 Motion for Default Judgment against Defendant Hamilton Equity Group, LLC.

34Docket 

- NONE LISTED -

Courtroom Deputy:

Court takes judicial notice that abstract that forms the basis for claimant's lien 
was recorded on September 17, 2014 and the Moon lien, which was avoided 
for the benefit of the estate, was recorded on September 12, 2014.  As the 
sale generated net proceeds less than the amount sufficient to satisfy the 
Moon lien, any claim held by this claimant is wholly unsecured.  Grant motion.  
Enter default judgment as against Hamilton Equity Group.  

Tentative Ruling:

Party Information

Debtor(s):

Eun Ho Kim Represented By
Simon S Chang
Donald E Iwuchuku

Defendant(s):

California Franchise Tax Board Pro Se

California State Board of  Pro Se

Los Angeles County Tax Collector Pro Se

Attorney Recovery Systems, Inc. a  Pro Se

Hamilton Equity Group, LLC. a  Pro Se

Wells Fargo Bank, a National  Pro Se

Movant(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
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James A Dumas Jr

Plaintiff(s):

Carolyn A. Dye Represented By
James A. Dumas
James A Dumas Jr
Ann  Chang
Christian T. Kim

Trustee(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
Christian T Kim
Ann  Chang
James A Dumas Jr
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Dye v. California Franchise Tax Board et alAdv#: 2:21-01196

#203.00 Motion for Default Judgment against Defendant California Franchise Tax Board

35Docket 

- NONE LISTED -

Courtroom Deputy:

Court takes judicial notice that tax liens in favor of the California FTB were 
recorded on January 22, 2016 and May 8, 2018, and the Moon lien, which 
was avoided for the benefit of the estate, was recorded on September 12, 
2014.  As the sale generated net proceeds less than the amount sufficient to 
satisfy the Moon lien, any claim held by the CA FTB is wholly unsecured.  
Grant motion.  Enter default judgment as against CA FTB.

Tentative Ruling:

Party Information

Debtor(s):

Eun Ho Kim Represented By
Simon S Chang
Donald E Iwuchuku

Defendant(s):

California Franchise Tax Board Pro Se

California State Board of  Pro Se

Los Angeles County Tax Collector Pro Se

Attorney Recovery Systems, Inc. a  Pro Se

Hamilton Equity Group, LLC. a  Pro Se

Wells Fargo Bank, a National  Pro Se

Movant(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
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James A Dumas Jr

Plaintiff(s):

Carolyn A. Dye Represented By
James A. Dumas
James A Dumas Jr
Ann  Chang
Christian T. Kim

Trustee(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
Christian T Kim
Ann  Chang
James A Dumas Jr
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United States Bankruptcy Court
Central District of California

Judge Sheri Bluebond, Presiding
Courtroom 1539 Calendar
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Tuesday, January 11, 2022 1539           Hearing Room

2:00 PM
Eun Ho Kim2:19-24335 Chapter 7

Dye v. California Franchise Tax Board et alAdv#: 2:21-01196

#204.00 Motion for Default Judgment against Defendant Attorney Recovery Systems, 
Inc. 

36Docket 

- NONE LISTED -

Courtroom Deputy:

According to the debtor's revised schedules, there is no amount due Attorney 
Recovery Services, Inc. ("ARS").  ARS was served with the complaint and 
failed to respond in a timely manner or at all.  Grant motion.  Enter default 
judgment against ARS, invalidating its lien against the property.

Tentative Ruling:

Party Information

Debtor(s):

Eun Ho Kim Represented By
Simon S Chang
Donald E Iwuchuku

Defendant(s):

California Franchise Tax Board Pro Se

California State Board of  Pro Se

Los Angeles County Tax Collector Pro Se

Attorney Recovery Systems, Inc. a  Pro Se

Hamilton Equity Group, LLC. a  Pro Se

Wells Fargo Bank, a National  Pro Se

Movant(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
James A Dumas Jr
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Plaintiff(s):

Carolyn A. Dye Represented By
James A. Dumas
James A Dumas Jr
Ann  Chang
Christian T. Kim

Trustee(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
Christian T Kim
Ann  Chang
James A Dumas Jr

Page 22 of 281/10/2022 12:50:07 PM



United States Bankruptcy Court
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Judge Sheri Bluebond, Presiding
Courtroom 1539 Calendar
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Tuesday, January 11, 2022 1539           Hearing Room

2:00 PM
Eun Ho Kim2:19-24335 Chapter 7

Dye v. California Franchise Tax Board et alAdv#: 2:21-01196

#205.00 Motion for Default Judgment against Defendant Wells Fargo Bank

37Docket 

- NONE LISTED -

Courtroom Deputy:

Court takes judicial notice that abstract that forms the basis for claimant's lien 
was recorded on January 23, 2015, and the Moon lien, which was avoided for 
the benefit of the estate, was recorded on September 12, 2014.  As the sale 
generated net proceeds less than the amount sufficient to satisfy the Moon 
lien, any claim held by this claimant is wholly unsecured.  Grant motion.  
Enter default judgment as against Wells Fargo Bank.  

Tentative Ruling:

Party Information

Debtor(s):

Eun Ho Kim Represented By
Simon S Chang
Donald E Iwuchuku

Defendant(s):

California Franchise Tax Board Pro Se

California State Board of  Pro Se

Los Angeles County Tax Collector Pro Se

Attorney Recovery Systems, Inc. a  Pro Se

Hamilton Equity Group, LLC. a  Pro Se

Wells Fargo Bank, a National  Pro Se

Movant(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By

Page 23 of 281/10/2022 12:50:07 PM



United States Bankruptcy Court
Central District of California

Judge Sheri Bluebond, Presiding
Courtroom 1539 Calendar

Los Angeles

Tuesday, January 11, 2022 1539           Hearing Room

2:00 PM
Eun Ho KimCONT... Chapter 7

James A Dumas Jr

Plaintiff(s):

Carolyn A. Dye Represented By
James A. Dumas
James A Dumas Jr
Ann  Chang
Christian T. Kim

Trustee(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
Christian T Kim
Ann  Chang
James A Dumas Jr
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United States Bankruptcy Court
Central District of California

Judge Sheri Bluebond, Presiding
Courtroom 1539 Calendar

Los Angeles

Tuesday, January 11, 2022 1539           Hearing Room

2:00 PM
Eun Ho Kim2:19-24335 Chapter 7

Dye v. California Franchise Tax Board et alAdv#: 2:21-01196

#206.00 Status Conference re: 21 (Validity, priority or extent of lien or other interest in 
property))  Complaint by Carolyn A. Dye against California Franchise Tax Board, 
California State Board of Equalization, Los Angeles County Tax Collector, 
Attorney Recovery Systems, Inc. a California corporation, Hamilton Equity 
Group, LLC. a New York Limited Liability Company, Wells Fargo Bank, a 
National Association

fr. 11-30-21

1Docket 

10/29/21 - Judgment by default entered against Ca Dept of Tax and Fee 
Administration

Courtroom Deputy:

If court grants motions on calendar as matters nos. 202 through 205, claims 
against all defendants other than the LA County Tax Collector will have been 
resolved.  Is that correct?  How does the trustee intend to proceed with regard 
to the LA County Tax Collector?  Hearing required.

Tentative Ruling:

Party Information

Debtor(s):

Eun Ho Kim Represented By
Simon S Chang
Donald E Iwuchuku

Defendant(s):

California Franchise Tax Board Pro Se

California State Board of  Pro Se

Los Angeles County Tax Collector Pro Se

Attorney Recovery Systems, Inc. a  Pro Se
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Hamilton Equity Group, LLC. a  Pro Se

Wells Fargo Bank, a National  Pro Se

Plaintiff(s):

Carolyn A. Dye Represented By
James A. Dumas
James A Dumas Jr
Ann  Chang
Christian T. Kim

Trustee(s):

Carolyn A Dye (TR) Represented By
Christian T Kim
Ann  Chang
James A Dumas Jr
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#207.00 Emergency Motion of Debtor and Debtor in Possession for Entry of Interim and 
Final Orders:

(1) Approving the Debtors Proposed Adequate Assurance of Payment for 
Future Utility Services

(2) Prohibiting Utility Companies from Altering, Refusing, or Discontinuing 
Services

(3) Approving the Debtors Proposed Procedures for Resolving Adequate 
Assurance Requests

(4) Granting Related Relief

19Docket 

ZoomGov Appearance by: 

1/7/22 - James Selth

Courtroom Deputy:

Provided debtor served notice in a timely manner, grant in part and deny in part.  
Court will set a date for a continued hearing now.  Debtor should serve notice of the 
motion and the continued hearing date on utilities by a date set by the Court.  Along 
with that motion should be a notice setting forth the deposits that the debtor intends to 
make with regard to each utility.  Notice should be accompanied by payment of the 
actual deposits themselves.  Setting them aside in a segregated account will not 
suffice.  Amount of deposit should be equal to one billing cycle, which court assumes 
is generally a month, not one-half of a billing cycle.  Utilities that do not object by a 
date certain will be deemed to have agreed to the adequate assurance that the debtor 
has proposed.  If a utility does object, it should be required to specify in writing what 
it believes the debtor should be required to do in order to provide it with adequate 
assurance.  If the parties are unable to resolve the issue consensually, the debtor 

Tentative Ruling:
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should file the utility's request and its response by a date certain.  Utility should have 
an opportunity to file a brief on this issue and the Court will resolve the question at 
the continued hearing.  Utility will be precluded from terminating service until the 
resolution of the dispute.  Order may permit debtor to add utilities that it discovers 
later to this procedure by sending a notice of a deadline to object and a deposit equal 
to one month's charges.  

What, if anything, is debtor asking the court to order with regard to banks and other 
financial institutions?  Court was confused by section VII of the motion.  If debtor 
wants authority to continue using an existing prepetition cash management motion, it 
will need to bring a separate motion that outlines the relief being requested.

Party Information

Debtor(s):

The Jurassic Jump, LLC Represented By
Daniel J Weintraub
James R Selth

Trustee(s):

Susan K Seflin (TR) Pro Se
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